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let thiaTdweHing on those caw* where their principles 
««m at least to lead to wrong result* is the only way we 
■sow to force men to ask themselves, at last, on what 
gssoamas they hare taken up their principles. 

We behove, for instance, that tte old system of astro- 
nomy, whieh made the earth the immoveable centre of the 
planetary system, was 1 never - regularly refuted. As fast as 
diffe r ent results of the system were found to be inconsistent 
with observation, some new hypothesis was invented, which 
mended the old theory, and brought its results into agree- 
ment with the observed appearances. Could one of those 
oidtpbilosophers now come to life, what would be his in- 
dication at finding that not one astronomer in ten had, 
atthe present day, any accurate knowledge of a system 
which, had the prescription of centuries in its favonr, and 
had' employed the ingenuity of some of the ablest men of 
the time. The fact was, the cumbrous system fell to pieces 
by its- own weight ; and could not stand when men found 
themselves obliged to ask themselves, on what grounds do 
we receive it as an unquestionable truth that the earth 
mast be the centre of the system. 

And so if we dwell on the erroneous consequences which 
am be drawn from doctrines taught by the Church of 
Rome, it is all with the hope that these difficulties may in- 
duce her members to examine again the foundation of their 
belief — to try whether the grounds on which they believe 
in the infallibility of their Church are strong enough to 
bear all the consequences to which it leads — to ask them- 
selves, in short — Is there not a lie in my right hand ? 



ON ST. PETER. 



TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

Dear Sib, — I am one of your humble, ungrammatical 
readers from the commencement of your labours. Youprofess 
to advocate truth, civil and religious liberty, and fair play, 
accordingly and according to Gospel liberty. I hope these 
few lines wiil meet with your cool and dispassionate con- 
sideration. If you continue to do justice to the babes and 
sucklings of beautiful old Tara, I don't doubt but you will 
have an increase of readers. In your last number, July 1 7th, 
Catholic Layman, you gave your readers an account of 
the conversion of St. Paul and bis martyrdom, and the 
dispute he had with St. Peter, and Origen against Celsus. 
T hope you will permit me, sir, to give an account of the 
martyrdom of St. Peter, in order that your readers should 
hear both, sides of the question, and judge for themselves. 
Te all the Apostles together, and to their successors in 
the- ministry, the bishops of God's Church, were addressed, 
in. their collective capacity, the words, " Going, there- 
fore, teach ye all nations. . . . And behold, I am with 
ywu always, even to the consummation of the world." — 
St. Matt., chap. 28., ver. 26. To one alone among them 
was it said, "Thou art Peter; and upon this rock I will 
build my Church, and the gates of hell shall not prevail 
against it "—St. Matt, chap. 16-, ver. 18. "Confirm thy 
brethren." — St. Luke, chap. 22., ver. 32. " Feed my lambs, 
feed my sheep."— St. John,chap.21., ver. 1 6 & 17. Howbe- 
liaveyou St. Peter, and the Pope, his successor, to be the vi- 
lible head of the Church ? First, out of St. John x.xi., 15-1 7, 
where Christ gave St. Peter, for a reward of his special 
faith and love, absolute power to feed and govern his whole 
flock, saying — " Feed my lambs, feed my sheep." There- 
fore, the rest of the Apostles were his sheep, and he their 
head or pastor. Secondly, out of St. Matt, xvl, 18, where 
Christ saith — " Tbou art Peter, and upon this rock will I 
build my Church." Therefore, the rest of the Apostles 
were built on him ; and hence also it is that, in Scripture, 
St. Peter is still named first. To Peter the keys were given 
to, lock ami unlock the gates of heaven. Why do we call 
■he Church the Roman Church? Because, since the 
translation of St. Peter's chair from Antioch. to Rome, 
the. particular Koman Church has been head of all the 
Churches, and to her the primacy has been affixed. The 
dknute Paul had with St. Peter was not about any article 
of faith, or the supremacy, it was a simple matter of dis- 
cipline, and Paul was justified in finding fault with St. 
Peter for withdrawing himself from tbe table of the Gen- 
tiles, for fear of giving offence to the Jews. Tbe Church 
did not censure Paul for what he said of Peter in that 
matter of discipline. There is no law or rule in the Church 
to prevent an inferior from finding fault with a superior, ac- 
cording to justice and truth. The poorest lamb in the 
fold will get fair play from the shepherd as well as the 
fettest sheep. The first question the bishop will ask the 
congregation is, have they any charge or complaint against 
their priest or priests? Here is the proof that the laity is 
not wronged, and that an inferior cannot be wronged by a 
superior. What is the feast of St. Peters chair at Rome? 
It is a solemnity in honour of the translation of his chair 
trout Antioch to Rome. Why are St. Peter and St. Paul 
joined in one solemnity ? Because they are prin- 
cipal and j.jint co-operators under Christ in the con- 
version of the world, St. Peter converting the Jews, 
aad St. Paul the Gentiles; as, also, because both of 
tttem were martyred at the same place, Rome, and 
on the same day, June 29th, under the arch persecutor 
Nero, the Roman Emperor. The holy saints were burieil 
outside the Catacombs. Now, sir, I did not wrong Paul 
to pay Peter, as you wronged Peter to pay PauL I will 
make no comment on your omission concerning St. Peter, 
bat I'll bring forward an illustrated eximple on the same 
case of omission from the Editor of the Christian Anno- 



tator, care of Messrs NJsbet and Co "We have received 

some communications from a- correspondent (-unknown to 
us) who signs, P. H. One-of these begins with the words, 
' That bright ornament of our English Church* John 
Fisher, Bishop of Rochester,' &c. ; and in another we 
read, ' Our Fisher, Bishop of Rochester, who suffered 
martyrdom under that, monster of iniquity, King Henry 
VIII.' That Bishop Fisher was an honest and upright 
man, we have no wish to deny; but we do entirely deny 
that he belonged, in any sense, to the ' English Church.' 
If he is to be claimed as an ' ornament,' it is the Church 
of Rome who must claim him. We also entirely deny 
that he suffered martyrdom, any more than did his fellow- 
sufferer, Sir Thomas More." There is justice from the 
Editor of the Christian Annotator. Your readers will be 
able to judge if you have done the same justice to St. 
Peter. Sir, Bishop Fisher and Sir Thomas More suffered 
martyrdom under Henry VIII. for denying his supremacy; 
that is, for not acknowledging that Henry VIII. was the 
visible head of the Church of Christ. They spoke with the 
strength of faith to the King. " If," says Bishop Fisher, 
" the Church of Rome is the true Church of Christ, where 
Christ's sacraments are administered and his Gospel 
preached, we have no right to separate ourselves from her ; 
but if she is a malignant Church, we have been deceived all 
this time, seeing we have no other gospel, no other sacra- 
ments, but what we have received from ber." Sir Thomas 
More said he had the practice of all Christendom against 
them. To be continued — Yours, &c., 

An Old Reader. 

We think the words which " An Old Reader" omits 
from Matthew xxviii., 20, are too important to be 
omitted — " Teaching them to observe all things what- 
soever I have commanded you." Apostles, popes, and 
bishops have the promise of Christ's presence only so far 
as they observe this. Our Lord said of the cup, " Drink 
ye all of this :'' the Pope teaches men not to drink it ; 
and what, then, becomes of the promise? 

If our correspondent has really read our paper since 
its commencement, we beg to recall his attention to vol. 
iii. pp. 36 and 52, in which he will find that a host of 
Fathers, and several Popes, including Pope Gelasius, 
Pope Gregory the 1st, and Pope Felix III. held that it 
was not St. Peter, but the faith which St. Peter con- 
fessed, that is tbe rock on which the Church is built. 

" Confirm thy brethren" is a duty of every Christian, 
as well as of every Apostle. That duty was especially 
urged on Peter by Christ, because St. Peter set the ex- 
ample of falling away. 

" Feed my sheep" was a restoring of Peter to the 
charge from which he fell by denying his Lord ; and, 
therefore, St. Peter was grieoed when Christ repeated it 
three times. — John xxi., 17. 

We ask our Reader to consider and answer this : — If 
Peter was head and pastor of the Apostles, and if the 
Bishop of Rome succeed to the same office, was St. John, 
the beloved Apostle, after the death of Peter, subject to 
Pope Linus First, and then to Pope Clement, as his head 
and pastor ; or were Linus and Clement subject to St. 
John as an Apostle ? 

The error for which St. Paul rebuked St. Peter was 
at least a question of morals; for it countenanced a 
Jewish perversion of the Gospel. But St. Peter's so- 
called successors, the Popes, are supposed infallible in 
questions of morals as well as questions of faith ! St. 
Paul charged Peter with " walking not uprightly, ac- 
cording to the truth of the Gospel." — Gal. ii., It. This 
was not a mere matter of " discipline.'' 

We do not understand fur what our correspondent 
brings in Bishop Fisher, the Christian Annotator, and 
King Henry VIII. We cannot be responsible for the 
conduct of any periodical butourown, and if the. Christian 
Annotator has treated onr correspondents communications 
with disrepect, we really cannot help it. 

However, we thank our correspondent for his kindly 
tone, and we beg him to read our articles on "the See 
of St. Peter,'' in which we purpose considering some- 
what more fully than it would be possible to do in a brief 
answer to a letter, the whole argument on the alleged 
supremacy of the Church of Rome. 

ON TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 

TO THE EDITOR Or THS CATHOLIC LAYKAX. 

Sin, — I deeply regret to be obliged to say that the 
tone of your reply to my last letter was very offensive. 
You employed the insulting epithet "Romish" in no less 
than four places in that short answer, applying it to the 
holy doctrines of the Catholic Church, which I, in com- 
mon with all Christians, revere. You have thereby 
grossly outraged my religious feelings. 1 besought you 
before to abstain from all invective in this discussion — 
to write in a charitable, Christian spirit — and 1 promised, 
on my part, to do likewise. It is a matter of gratulation 
to me, and am truly delighted, that I have rigidly ad- 
hered to my promise, having never deliberately or know- 
ingly written a word that was calculated to give to 
those who differed with me on religious questions the 
slightest offence. 1 never called you a heretic, nor any 
thing. No, Mr. Editor, if I were arguing with you for 
twenty years, I would not, for a moment, let my angry 
[jasiions rise, nor utter a word derogatory to the dictates 
of Christian charity. Were I so. lorgetful of myself aa 
to deal in invective, I would be injuring the religion 



swen* 



which I, sincerely, tbomgh iinpotently.espeue*.) I 

the County Wexford man savs that" it if only a. bad 
cause that require* theaMof abuse to support it," I 
must, though reluctantly, say that your applying the 
word " Romish" to. doctrines which ace the offitpria^af 
God would stimulate any Catholic less^qjnanimous tfeaaxl 
to send youa " Wilsonian" letter. *• Whenever you hart 
occasion, in future, to refer to the doctrines which I 
hold, please to write Roman Catholic, not " Romish* 

Well, I brought forward quotations from the writing* 
of a few of the most celebrated of the Fathers, which 
irrefragably prove that they held the doctrine of Trail* 
substantiation, the words of St. Augustine; and all 
being, I fearlessly assert, as plain and clear as those of 
the Council of Trent itself; but you were afraid to look 
at those quotations, ami run back to the Scriptures. 
Well, I have no fear to follow you to the divine volume i 
I shall be very happy to meet you on sacred ground, but 
before bidding good-bye to those orthodox teachers, 
whose company is so distasteful to you, 1 wish to say that 
they all give testimony for the doctrine of Traoaubetan- 
tiation aud are authentic witnesses that it was the publio 
faith of the Church in her purest times. For they neve* 
were accused of any error against faith, whicli censure they 
could not have escaped, had they been guilty of broach- 
ing any doctrine contrary to the known faith of the »ni- 
versal Church. Whence it is plain that they taught no 
other doctrine than what they bad received by a constant 
tradition from the Apostles. For otherwise they would 
undoubtedly have been publicly censured for introducing 
novelties into the Church,, and that in a matter of sue* 
importance. 

Now with regard to the passage — " This cup- i» tin 
New Testament in my bftod, which is shed for you." 
Luke xxii. 20— Prot. B. I pronounce that to be a 
false, corrupt translation of the word of God. And how 
do I prove it to be so ? Not by a profound acquaintance 
with the language of the original, not by classical ac- 
quirements, but simply by references and common sense. 
If this translation of the words of the institution of the 
Eucharist, as recorded in the Protestant Bible, be 
correct, then that of St. Matthew xxvi. 28, and 
St. Mark xiv. 24, in the same Bible, must neces- 
sarily be false, because diametrically contrary to it. 
But common sense, Mr. Editor, tells us that when two 
passages agree, parola per parola, they carry with them 
paramount weig t. Let any unbiassed person look at, 
and carefully examine, the passages adverted to, and he 
will see that the words of institution given in St Luke, 
in the Protestant Bible, have altogether a different 
meaning from those of SS. Matthew and Mark, in the 
sane book. Ah, sir, your first Reformers " cooked" 
that text, as they did many more in the sacred volume, 
to suit their own vile purposes. 

Come with me now to the Old Testament, and I will 
show you that our doctrine on the Eucharist is con- 
firmed by the ancient figures or types of th»t sacrament 
— they were manifold. I shall only notice three of them 
to avoid being tedious, viz : — The Paschal Lamb, the 
Blood of the Testament, and the Manna First — The 
Paschal Lamb. That this was a figure of Christ, the 
Lamb of God, is acknowledged on all hands.. Tbe Pas- 
chal Lamb was killed at the going out, of the land of 
Egypt, on the journey to the land, of Promise. 

The Lamb of God is killed, and we are.deliweredjfroin 
a more than Egyptian darkness, and introduced into the 
road to the real land of promise. 

The Paschal Lamb is eaten, Exod. xii , 8^ so likewise 
must tbe Lamb of God be eaten to accomplish, the figure, 
The Paschal Lamb had no blemish, Exod. xii., 6 ; tha> 
Lamb of God is pure and immaculate by excellence. The 
blood of the Paschal Lamb was a sign of salvation, Exod. 
xii , 13 ; the blood of the Lamb of God is salvation itself- 

The sacrament of the Eucharist was instituted by our 
Saviour immediately after eating the Paschal Lamb 
with his disciples; the figure was then accomplished, 
and the substance substituted to the figure. 

Secondly, the blood of the testament, the blood of 
victims solemnly sacrificed to God, was a figure of the 
blood of Christ in the sacrament, appears evident from 
the words of Christ, in administering that sacred blood. 
Moses said to the people, "This is the blood of the tes- 
tament which' God hath enjoined unto you." Exod, 
xziv. 8, and Heb. ix. 20. 

Jesus said to his disciples, "This is my blood of the 
New Testament," &c, Mat*, xxvi. 28. 

That manna was a figure of the sacrament of the flesh 
and blood of Christ, appears from John vii. 58, " Your 
fathers did eat manna and are dead ; he that eateth of 
this bread shall live for ever." Likewise from 1 Cor. 
x.3. 

Manna came from the Lord, Exod. xvi. 15 j tbe holy 
i Eucharist is also giveu by our Lord and Saviour, Matt. 

! xxvi. .... 

Manna was siven to tbe Israelites as their food daring 
the whole time of their journey through the desert until 
they reached the land of promise. 

'the holy Eucharist is given to us, as the spiritual food, 
and nourishment of our souls, during the whole time of 



« This refers to a letter, slgBed James Wilson, SkibtMnjaa, whktr 
we printed in oar number for October, ISM, as a specimen ofths 
: bitter scurrility to which we are at times treated by our Roman Ca- 
tholic fellow-countrymen. 



